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As a text for students this book fills an important gap. There are few up-to-date
treatments of the great powers that are not divided into specific themes or bounded within
regional assessments. Instead, this book goes straight to the major strategic questions faced by
large and rising actors in international politics. Does unipolarity produce a given set of
foreign policy choices for the US, or has its foreign policy been incompetent? Is Russia
resurgent or dwindling? Is Japan becoming a ‘normal’ actor in international politics?
Does Britain (or Germany, for that matter) face a choice between Europeanism and
Atlanticism? Can French foreign policy be merely explained as a legacy of De Gaulle’s
exceptionalism, or is it driven by rather more pragmatic interests? Can India truly be non-
aligned? And are Israel and Iran balancers or destablisers in the key geostrategic arena of the
Middle East?
Davison’s assessment compares and contrasts different explanations for state behaviour,
drawing heavily on neorealism and foreign policy analysis (FPA). The United States is
characterised as a state acting unilaterally because of the nature of unipolarity, instead of a
nation that developed a predilection for military force through George Bush Jnr’s neo-
conservatism, which Davison correctly identifies as having received a less than balanced
treatment. Side-stepping the offensive–defensive debate within realist circles, Davison regards
China as essentially reactive, rather than being a status quo or revisionist actor, and Russia is
viewed as a declining great power, but one unprepared to relinquish hegemony over its Cold War
sphere of influence.
The European powers are evaluated in a separate section, and some of the claims made here
again contradict conventional wisdom, this time about ‘soft power Europe’. A strong critique is
made of France’s notional support for multilateralism, there is a clear and well-documented
chapter on Britain, and Germany is described as an ‘oddity’ in international affairs. There are
some inconsistencies between these chapters; for instance, the author claims that Britain remains
divided between Atlanticism and Europeanism, but then in the chapter on Germany states that
‘Britain has made its choice’.
Academics seeing themselves on the cutting edge of theory – but with little expertise in policy
practice – will probably not like this book. They will find it anachronistic, emblematic of
unhealthy fixations on quantifying power, and reflecting a position that contemporary debates
have abandoned. However, they will be wrong to reject it on those grounds. Experienced teachers
will recognise that the value of a text lies in providing a clear and coherent explanation of major
questions that can then be problematised at more advanced levels of study. And whereas other
well-intentioned texts fail because of their complexity, confusing many untrained students,
Davison’s book succeeds in its simplicity and clarity. Who ever thought that realism could be
refreshing?
MATTHEW SUSSEX
University of Tasmania
 2010 Matthew Sussex
Emilian Kavalski (ed.), China and the Global Politics of Regionalization (Farnham, UK: Ashgate,
2009), xþ 248 pp., $55.00, ISBN 9780754675990 (hbk)
Mainstream China watching has often been characterised by a binary concern over whether a
rising China will pose a threat to the international community or if it can be ultimately socialised.
Emilian Kavalski’s edited volume China and the Global Politics of Regionalization, however, is a
rare exception. By disrupting the conventional ‘expectation of a legible, institutionalized
behavior’ (p. 1) in regionalisation, this book aims to contextualise China’s regionalisation in
historical, comparative and various regional contexts.
Running through this book are two analytical approaches – communities of practice and
international socialisation. Together, constituting an eclectic framework of analysis, these
522 BOOK REVIEWS
D
o
w
n
lo
ad
ed
 B
y:
 [
De
ak
in
 U
ni
ve
rs
it
y]
 A
t:
 0
2:
47
 1
2 
No
ve
mb
er
 2
01
0
approaches afford international agency to both China and the various regions, and help readers
to better understand China’s regionalisation both in their own terms and in a mutually socialising
context. The book argues that China’s regionalisation is based more on pragmatic mutual
interests and shared practices than on a grand design or pre-existing normative roadmap (see, for
example, chapters by Jeremy Paltiel, Enyu Zhang, Stephen Aris, and Carrie Liu Currier and
Manochehr Dorraj). It has no single, fixed pattern but, rather, is contingent and path-dependent,
both historically and geographically, on the interaction of a variety of domestic, regional and
international factors (see, for example, chapters by Yongjin Zhang, Stephen Aris and Ralph
Pettman).
This book is divided into two parts. The first part puts China’s regionalisation in historical,
analytical and comparative perspectives. Through his survey of the Chinese concept and practice
of Tianxia, Feng Zhang demonstrates that China’s Sinocentric identity was linked to domestic
legitimacy needs and, therefore, is more historically contingent than otherwise suggested. Jing-
dong Yuan’s chapter, focusing on the link between Chinese nationalism and China’s
regionalisation, suggests that economic interdependence and China’s need for Western
cooperation mean that nationalism for the Chinese government is a double-edged sword and,
thus, unlikely to play a determinative role in China’s regionalisation. And putting China’s
regionalisation in comparative perspective, Greg Anderson sees the case of China as not so much
different as that from the reluctance of the US to embrace sovereignty-restricting commitments,
whereas David Scott detects both commonalities and differences between the regionalisation
strategies of China and the European Union.
The second part of the book is a study of China’s regionalisation strategies in the
specific regions of East Asia, Southeast Asia, Central Asia, Africa, Latin America and the
South Pacific. Situating China’s East Asian regionalisation in shared history, experience and
crisis, Yongjin Zhang illustrates both the central role of China in this process and the liberating
effect of changes in the global political and economic order on China’s regional participation
and convergence. To Kavalski, China’s regionalisation in Africa is an example of shared
practices based on the historical and economic ties between the two. Although China’s
regionalisation in these different regions is motivated by different concerns, interests and
various strategies, many contributors observe that, in many cases, China has emerged as an
alternative to the Western-led regionalisation effort (see chapters by Currier and Dorraj,
Kavalski, and Jian Yang).
One of the main merits of this book is its deliberate attempt to overcome the lack of
language problem that has dogged the conventional way of understanding ‘non-Western’
international relations. To be sure, this laudable attempt to offer some new analytical
language is best seen as a work in progress, for the analysis of some chapters continues to be
coloured, perhaps unwittingly, by such hackneyed terms as Sinocentrism, tribute system,
Middle Kingdom mentality and political culture. Meanwhile, there is a risk of overstating the
alternative or unique nature of China’s regionalisation. After all, be it the Beijing Consensus
or the Shanghai Spirit, at the core of China’s regionalisation is the Westphalian notion
of sovereignty, which indicates that a point of departure of China’s contemporary
regionalisation is its historical socialisation into the Western-dominated international society.
In this context, there is, perhaps, a need for a more systematic and interactivist reading of
how China’s regionalisation may be inextricably linked, in one way or the other, to Western
international theory and practice vis-a`-vis China and various regions. These reservations
notwithstanding, this book represents a major contribution to the literature on China’s
regionalisation and deserves to be widely read. Otherwise, we may continue to deprive
ourselves of a useful lens to process, or even predict, the dynamics of China’s regionalisation
in the 21st century.
CHENGXIN PAN
Deakin University
 2010 Chengxin Pan
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